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Questions and answers 

For the Prescott National Forest Draft Land Management Plan and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

What is a forest plan? 

A forest plan is an overall guide for what happens on a national forest. It is based on science, law, 

and input from citizens. Essentially, a forest plan establishes desired conditions, objectives, 

standards, and guidelines for the national forest. These are used to steer future management 

decisions and set consistent expectations for the types of activities permissible on a national 

forest. 

Why revise the forest plan? 

The National Forest Management Act requires that all forest plans be revised every 10 to 15 

years. The Prescott’s original forest plan, still in effect, was approved in 1987. It is outdated and 

does not address current issues relevant to the Prescott NF, including managing for vibrant 

communities, healthy watersheds, open space values, its unique recreation niche, ecosystem 

restoration, and climate change. The forest plan is being revised to incorporate changed social and 

resource conditions, new information, and current science. 

What documents are available for review? Where can I get 
them? 

These documents are available:  

 Draft Land and Resource Management Plan and appendices  

 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and appendices  

 Specialist reports and supporting documentation for the DEIS 

 Maps 

The Reader’s Guide contains more information about submitting comments and next steps. 

There are several ways for you to obtain copies.  

 On the Prescott NF’s Web site at 

www.fs.usda.gov/detail/prescott/landmanagement/?cid=stelprdb5342004 

 At the district offices in Prescott, Chino Valley, and Camp Verde.  

 By contacting one of the Plan Revision Team Members listed below. 

We strongly encourage you to view the documents electronically. Mailing hard copies is costly, 

to the taxpayer and the environment (paper, ink, all those mail trucks). If you would like a CD or 

paper copies of the documents, please let us know. 

http://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/prescott/landmanagement/?cid=stelprdb5342004


Page 2 of 6 
 

How do I submit comments? 

Please submit comments using one of the methods below (listed in order of preference for ease of 

processing and reduced costs to the taxpayer in the content analysis process): 

E mail  
Send email to prescott-forest-plan-comments@fs.fed.us using one of the following formats: 

 Directly in the body of the message 

 Word document format (.doc or .docx), portable document format (.pdf), rich text format 

(.rtf), text (.txt), or hypertext markup language (.html) 

You will receive an automated electronic acknowledgement to confirm receipt of the message. 

Only the first email from each sender will receive confirmation. If you do not receive this 

confirming message on the first email, it is your responsibility to ensure timely receipt by other 

means. 

Postal mail 
Send to: 

Prescott National Forest 

Attention: Plan Revision 

344 South Cortez Street 

Prescott, AZ 86303 

Please note 
Comments received, including your name, address, email address, and telephone number (if 

provided), are considered part of the public record, and will be available for public inspection. 

Why are you using the 1982 planning rule instead of waiting for 
the 2012 planning rule? 

We have been working on forest plan revision since 2006. The Forest Service revised the 

planning rule in 2005 and 2008, but subsequent court injunctions prevented the Forest Service 

from implementing the new rules. 

To ensure that years of work and public input would not be lost, the Forest Service agreed to 

allow national forests to continue revision efforts based on the procedures from the 1982 planning 

rule, which are still in place under the transition language from the 2000 and 2012 planning rules. 

Although this revision uses 1982 planning procedures, it incorporates many of the best practices 

found in the new 2012 planning rule, including sustainability, collaboration, best science, and an 

all-lands approach. 

What changes would be made under the proposed revised plan? 

The proposed revised plan represents the collaborative effort of citizens, agencies, and Prescott 

NF employees to respond to suggested needs for change in existing plan direction. It is described 

in detail in the Draft Land and Resource Management Plan (Draft Plan), and is represented as 

mailto:prescott-forest-plan-comments@fs.fed.us?subject=PNF%20Draft%20Plan%20and%20DEIS%20comments
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alternative B in the DEIS. Generally, this alternative works to address both traditional issues, 

such as watershed health, and new challenges, such as the effects of climate change, that have 

been identified since the 1987 Forest Plan was completed. The revised plan incorporates new 

management direction based on changed resource and social conditions and new legal 

requirements, but retains direction in the 1987 Forest Plan that is still relevant. 

Vegetation and Fire 

The Draft Plan includes proposed treatments to restore vegetation and fire characteristics in the 

ecosystem to increase resistance and resiliency from disturbances, e.g., insects and diseases, 

wildfire, and potential climate change. The Draft Plan also proposes the use of prescribed fire and 

wildfire to help vegetation trend toward desired conditions and reduce hazardous fuels.  

Wildlife Species Diversity and Viability 

The Draft Plan proposes an increase in landscape-level habitat restoration treatments and 

direction to restore and improve habitat for native fish species. For species determined to be at 

some risk to viability, additional guidelines were developed that include direction from species-

specific conservation and recovery plans. 

Recreation 

The Draft Plan expands the mix of sustainable and diverse recreation opportunities, including 

developed, dispersed, motorized, and non-motorized options. Plan direction also provides 

managers increased flexibility to adapt management strategies in response to shifts in recreation 

use. 

Special areas 

The Draft Plan recommends eight potential wilderness areas (PWAs), encompassing 43,440 

acres, for wilderness designation. Seven of the PWAs are extensions of existing wilderness areas, 

and one (Black Canyon), is an Inventoried Roadless Area (IRA). No other areas are proposed for 

special designation; however, desired conditions and standards were included to protect the 

outstandingly remarkable values associated with 38 miles of eligible river segments on the upper 

Verde River. 

Open Space and Scenery 

The Draft Plan employs the Scenery Management System (SMS), a new method for defining the 

relative value and importance of scenery, to determine scenic values on the Prescott NF. The 

Draft Plan also includes direction to ensure that scenic and open space values, as well as 

community landscape vision statements, are taken into consideration when responding to land 

exchange proposals. Emphasis would be on acquisitions in the Verde Valley, along the middle 

and upper Verde River, or in other areas that helped to retain open space values or enhanced and 

protected riparian habitat. 

Livestock grazing 

Acreage suitable for grazing is 920,779 acres.  This is the same for both the Draft Plan and the 

1987 Forest Plan (as amended). 
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Forest products 

Levels of forest products offered for sale under the Draft Plan would be greater than what was 

allowed under the 1987 Forest Plan (as amended). 

Did acres of land suitable for timber production decrease from 
the 1987 Forest Plan? 

Suitable acres decreased from 44,413 acres to 38,462 acres in the proposed revised plan, 

primarily due to the recommendation of potential wilderness. 

Did the allowable sale quantity decrease from the 1987 Forest 
Plan? 

Allowable sale quantity increased from 23,385 hundred cubic feet of volume (CCF) per decade to 

40,447 CCF per decade in the Draft Plan. Annual harvest volume is expected to increase 

substantially, from a current annual average of 4,379 CCF to an estimated annual average of 

19,267 CCF. Commercial timber harvest would account for 4,045 CCF of the Forest’s annual 

harvest volume; the remaining 15,222 CCF would be contributed by the fuel wood program. 

How does the Draft Plan meet the requirement to provide for 
diversity of plant and animal communities? 

The Draft Plan would maintain or enhance wildlife habitats by managing for a diversity of habitat 

conditions. It promotes restoration in ecosystem types, such as grasslands and ponderosa pine 

forests, that exhibit high levels of departure from the desired conditions. Desired conditions 

reflect the amounts and arrangements of habitats similar to what would have existed historically 

under natural disturbance processes. Some species, such as those with limited distributions or 

small populations, may need additional attention to ensure their habitat requirements are met. 

Additional guidance and direction for these species may be provided by species-specific 

conservation and recovery plans referenced in the Draft Plan guidelines. 

How are inventoried roadless areas to be managed? 

The eleven inventoried roadless areas on the Prescott National Forest identified in the 2001 

Roadless Area Conservation Rule (RACR) total approximately 139,591 acres. These areas will be 

managed to retain their undeveloped character. Comments received in the scoping process and 

between the draft and final EIS will help the Agency determine the scope of issues related to 

roadless area management. 

How will the wildland urban interface be managed? 

The Prescott NF has numerous residential areas at imminent risk from wildfire. These areas 

would be given high priority for fuel reduction treatments and maintenance of vegetation in areas 

where treatments have occurred, using a mix of mechanical methods and domestic animals in 

combination with planned ignitions to reduce smoke emissions near communities.  
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How is public access addressed in the Draft Plan? 

The Draft Plan would not change designations of roads and trails for motor vehicle use; it 

provides direction for the future planning of motor vehicle routes and areas. It designates areas 

where the dominant uses are non-motorized, which restricts the potential for development of 

motor vehicle access, and areas where development for motor vehicle use could be considered. 

What are the management indicator species in the Draft Plan 
and why were they chosen? 

The list of 10 management indicator species (MIS) from the 1987 plan, as well as 12 additional 

candidate species, were reviewed, and based on recommendations from forest specialists three 

MIS were selected: pronghorn antelope  for grasslands, northern goshawk for ponderosa pine, and 

aquatic macro-invertebrates for aquatic habitats. The populations of these species are believed to 

indicate the effects of management activities in their suitable habitats. 

How does the Draft Plan address fire and fuels management? 

Wildfire will continue to be a significant influence on the landscape. The Draft Plan would 

contribute to reducing hazardous fuels using mechanical vegetation treatments and prescribed 

fire. These treatments would be targeted in areas where hazardous fuels conditions are a concern.  

Are you closing roads? 

The Draft Plan makes no decisions to close National Forest System roads. It does set an objective 

to obliterate, re-contour, or re-vegetate a minimum of 10 miles of unauthorized routes within ten 

years of approval. Cross-country motorized travel on the Prescott NF has been restricted since 

1989 by amendment 4 of the existing 1987 Forest Plan. The Motor Vehicle Use Map (MVUM) is 

produced by the Prescott NF to display the roads and trails that have been designated for 

motorized use. Roads used only for administrative purposes and unauthorized or user-created 

roads are not included on the MVUM. The designation of specific routes, trails, and areas for 

motorized vehicle travel is not within the scope of the plan revision process.   

How was collaboration and public involvement conducted in 
developing the Draft Plan and Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement? 

A great deal of public involvement and collaboration has occurred since we began plan revision 

in 2006. Informal discussions with the public regarding needed changes to the 1987 Forest Plan 

began with a series of public meetings in 2007. This input, along with science based evaluations, 

were used to determine the needs for change that served to focus plan revision efforts. 

Development of the proposed revised plan and DEIS involved an on-going engagement with state 

and local government officials, six tribes, NGOs, and individual concerned citizens. This 

engagement employed several unique tools, such as human geographic mapping and landscape 

vision statements. The result was that we iteratively developed four versions (drafts) of the 

proposed plan. The fifth draft of the proposed revised plan is the version presented as the Draft 

Land and Resource Management Plan and reflects the input of many collaborative meetings and 

public input. 
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What happens next? 

The comment period on the Draft Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement ends on November 28, 2012. The comment period provides an 

opportunity for the public to help shape our revised forest plan. We will review all comments and 

will respond to substantive comments that warrant a detailed response.  Substantive comments: 

 Provide factual information, professional opinions, or informed judgment that are 

relevant to the actions proposed;  

 Are specific, comparative, or solution oriented; and  

 Go beyond expressing an opinion and gives reasons why the opinion is important. 

Through responding to comments, we may modify alternatives, evaluate new alternatives, 

improve or modify the analysis, and make factual corrections. The final plan will incorporate 

these changes. 

Public meetings to share information about the Draft Plan and the Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement will be scheduled for the third week of October 2012 in the communities of Prescott, 

Chino Valley, and Camp Verde.   

Details regarding public meeting times/locations will be posted to the Prescott National Forest 

Plan Revision webpage. 

The Final Land and Resource Management Plan and Final Environmental Impact Statement are 

expected to be prepared in the summer of 2013.  

Publication of a notice of the Record of Decision in the newspaper of record will initiate a 90-day 

administrative appeal and review period. That notice will provide additional information on the 

appeal process. 

Implementation of any decision subject to appeal pursuant to this appeal procedure shall not 

occur for 7 calendar days following publication of the legal notice of the decision. 

Where can I learn more? 

More information is available on the Prescott National Forest Plan Revision website at: 

www.fs.usda.gov/detail/prescott/landmanagement/?cid=stelprdb5342004 

Or by contacting: 

Mary C. Rasmussen   Christopher J. Brown 

Forest Planner     Natural Resource Planner 

Phone: (928) 443-8265    Phone: (928) 443-8218 

Email: mcrasmussen@fs.fed.us              Email: christopherjbrown@fs.fed.us 

 

http://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/prescott/landmanagement/?cid=stelprdb5342004
mailto:mcrasmussen@fs.fed.us?subject=PNF%20Plan%20/%20DEIS%20Comments
mailto:christopherjbrown@fs.fed.us?subject=PNF%20Plan%20/%20DEIS%20Comments
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